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peoples everywhere in the last half of the
Twentieth Century is the threat to pcace
and freedom presented by the militant
aggressiveness of international commu-
nism. A major weakness in this struggle
is lack of adequate understanding of the
character of the challenge which com-
munism prescnts.

I am convinced that we are on the right
side in this struggle and that we are well
ahead now in its major aspects. But if
we arc to maintain our advantage and
assure victory in the struggle, we must
devclop, not only among the leaders, but
among the people of the free world a
better understanding of the threat which
confronts us.

The question is not one of being for or
against communism. The time is long
past when any significant number Jf
Americans contend that communism is
no particular concern of theirs. Few can
still believe that communism is simply a
curious and twisted philosophy which
happens to appcal to a certain number of
zealots but which constitutes no serious
threat to the interests or ideals of free
society.

The days of indifference are gone. The
danger today in our attitude toward com-
munism is of a very different kind. It lies
in the fact that we have come to abhor
communism so much that we no longer
recognize the necessity of understanding
it.

We sce the obvious dangers. We recog-
nize that we must retain our present
military and cconomic advantage over
the communist bloe, an advantage which
deters a hot war and which counters the
communist threat in the cold war. In the
fields of rocket technology and space ex-
ploration, we have risen to the challenge
and we will keep the lcad that we have
gained. There is no question that the
American pcople generally will support
whatcver programs our leaders initiate
in these ficlds.

What we must realize is that this
struggle probably will not be decided in
the military, economic, or gcientific areas,
important as these arc. The battle in
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arris but of faith.

I we are to win a con-2st of ideas we
raust know their ideas ag weil as our own.
Ou~ knowledge must no: be superficial.
We cannot be content with aimply an
iatiition that communism is wrong., It
is not encughk to rest cur case alone on
the assertions. true as “hev are, that
comimunism denies (yod, enslaives men,
ancdd destroys justice.

Ve must recognize they the appeal of
the communist idea is not to the masses,
a8 he communists woulc have us believe,
kut more often to an int lligent minority
in newly deveiopmg coantries who are
trymg to decide which zvstem offers the
kest and surest road to progress.

YWo must een through the exterior to
the very neart of the -cmmunist idea.
We must come to understand the weak-
nesses off communism as o system—why
altr more then forty vears on trial it
:ontimues to disappoint ¢ many aspira-
tions, why it has failed ‘n 1ts promise of
equality in asuadance, why it has pro-
duced a whoie library of disillusionmert
anc 1 steady stream of men, women and
¢hi dren seeking to escape its blight.

ut we must also com: to understand
izs strength-- why it has 30 securely en-
treached itself in the U:SR, vwhy it has
keea able to accomplisk what it has in
the field of education arnc science, why in
sorie of the probiem ar:as of the world
it ontinues to appeal to l:aders aspiring
to L better life for their people.

‘L 13z to find the answers to these ques-
tiong thaw in :this statemrent I want to
disuss communism as an idea-—its eco-
nornic philoscphy its phiiosopay of law
and politics, its philosopay of history.

""his statement will adraizteclly not he
gir ple berause the subjoct is complex.

will not be brief brecause nothing
Inss than a knowledge i depth of the
corimunist iden 18 necesssry if we are to
cesl with it effect very.

a discuasing the wdes © wil. not offer
rregrams to neet it. I intend in a later
stalement to discuss the tactics and vul-
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nerabilities of the communist contzn5
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for victory.

I anticipate that some might under-
standably ask the question—why such a
lengthy discussion of communism when
everybody is against it already?

If the Free World is to win this strug-
gle, we must have men and women who
not only are against communism but who
know why they are against it and who
know what they are going to do about it.
Communism is a false idea, and the
answer to a false idea is truth, not
ignorance,

One of the fundamentals of the com-
munist philosophy is a belief that so-
cieties pass inevitably through certain
stages. Kach of these stages is sup-
posed to generate the necessity for its
successor. Feudalism contained within
its loins the seed of capitalism; capital-
ism was, in other words, to supplant
feudalism. Capitalism, in turn, moves
inevitably toward a climax in which it
will be supplanted by its appointed sue-
cessor, communism. All of these things
are matters of necessity and there is
nothing men can do to change the in-
flexible sequence which history imposes.

It is a part of this philosophy that as
society moves along its predestined way,
each stage of development is dominated
by a particular class. Feudalism was
dominated by the aristocracy; capitalism
by something called the bourgcoisie;
communism by the proletariat. During
any particular stage of society’s develop-
ment the whole of human life within that
society is run and rigged for the bencfit
of the dominant class; no onc elsc counts
for anything and the most he can expcet
is the left-over scraps. In the end, of
course, with the final triumph of com-
munism, classes will disappear—what
was formerly the proletariat will expand
so that it is the only class, and since
there are no longer any outsiders that it
can dominate, there will in effect be no
classes at all,

Now this theory of successive stages
of development makes it clear that if we
are to understand communism, we must
understand the communist view of ca
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theory, capitalism contams within itself
the germs of cowmunisir. The commu-
nist notion of capitalismre is that it is a
mar<et econcmy. ar econoemy of “free
trade, free seling and buying” to quote
the Manifesto again. [t tollows from this
thst since eommunism .nevitably sup-
plants and destroys cap alism. it cannot
its lf be anything lize markel economy.

e fuadarental belicf of the commu-
nizt economi: phdosophy therefore is a
ne zative one, namely, a belief that what-
over the ecomomic svetern of mature
conmunism raay .urn ot to be, it cannot
3¢ w market cvonomy, .. cannot——in the
‘words of the Communist Marifesto--be
an ceonomy based on flree trade, free
se I'ng and buying.”

It may be well at this point to digress
for =he purpose of recating the curious
fa thua the literaturc of communism
contains so miany praiscs for the achieve-
m-nts of cupitalism. [he Manifesto
contains these words acout the market
ecoromy of cap talisre and its alleged
overlords, the bourgeoisie:

“It has sccomplisnea wonders far
surpassing  Egypliar pyramids, Ro-
mian aqueducets, and Cothic cathedrals;
il has conducted expeditions that put
1 the shade ail former migrations of
aations and cri.sades . . The bourgeoi-
3y, duringy its rule of scarcely one
tundred years (the IManifesto speaks
from the year [848), 1as created more
massive and more coossal productive
farces than have all preceding genera-
tions together Subj-ction of nature’s
forecs mo rean, machinery, application
of chemisiry to indus ry and agricul-
ture, steam-navigatior, railways, elec-
Lric telegraphs, cliiring of whole
continents for cultivation, canalization
«F rivers, whole popuations conjured
out of the ground--what earlier cen-
tury nad even a presentiment that
smeh productive forees slumbered in
the lap or social labos¥”

Marx and Krges cculd afford this
praise for capitilism because they sup-
posed it woula cverywiere be succeeded
b communism, 1 stage Hf society whose
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achievements of capitalism. Communism

would build on capitalism and bring a
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talist world look like a poor house. Those
who constituted the dominant class of
capitalism, the bourgeoisie, would have
performed their historic mission and
would be dismissed from the scene---dis-
missed without thanks, of course, for
after all they only accomplished what
was forcordained by the forces of his-
tory, forces that were now to throw them
into the discard like the husk of a sprout-
ing seed.

One of the most startling gaps in the
communist theory is the lack of any clear
notion of how a communist economy
would be organized. In the writings of
the great founders of communism there
is virtually nothing on this subject. This
gap was not an oversight, but was in fact
a neccssary consequence of the general
thcory of communism. That theory
taught, in cffect, that as a socicty moves
incvitably from one level of development
to another, there is no way of knowing
what the next stage will demand until in
fact it has arrived. Communism will sup-
plant and destroy the market cconomy of
capitalism. What will its own cconomy be
like? That we cannot know until we are
there and have a chance to see what the
world looks like without any institution
rescmbling an economic market. The
Manifesto, in fact, expresses a deep con-
tempt for “Utopian Socialists” who pro-
pose “an organization of society espe-
cially contrived” by them, instead of
waiting out the verdict of history and
depending on the ‘‘spontancous class or-
ganization of the proletariat.” The com-
munist cconomy would organize itself
according to principles that would be-
come apparcnt only when the arena had
been cleared of the market principle.

Operating then, in this vacuum of
guidance left behind by their prophets,
how did the founders of the Sovict Union
procced to organize their new cconomy ?
The answer is that they applied as faith-
fully as they could the teachings of their
masters. Since thosc tcachings were
essentially negative, their actions had to
have the same quality. They started by
attempting to root out from the Russian
scene every vestige of the market prin-
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altozether. The producticn and distribu-
tion of goods were put ander central
dire-tion, the theory hein: that the flow
af gaods would be directed av scoial need
without reference to prirziples of profit
and loss. This experiment Hegan in 1919
and came to a1 abrupt end in March of
1921 It was a es-astro-hic failure. It
brought wilh it administrative chaos and
an almost inconceivable d sorder in eco-
nom ¢ affairs, culminating in appalling
shorsazes of the most clerientary neces-
sities.

Cempetent senolirs est mate its cost
in Russian lives at 5,000,000.

The official Russian version of this ex-
peririent does not denv 11at it was an
enormous failuwre. Tt attribotes that fail-
ure ¢ inexperience and to a raythieal
continuation »* military operations,
whic. had in fuct almost wholly ceased.
Mearwhile the Russian eccnomy  has
been moving steadily towsz 1 the market
principle.

Th: How of lahor is -:ontrolled by
wvages, so that the priee of lahor is itself
larzely set by market forees, The spread
from top to bottom of industrial wages
18 in many rases wider thar it ig in this
country.  Managerii]l efficiency s pro-
moted hy substantinl econcir ic incentives
m th: form of bhonuses ard even more
substantial perquisites of various kinds.
Hnterprises are run on a i-rofit and loss
basis. Indeed, there ure all - 1e parapher-
nala of an advanced comrr ereial society,
with lawyers, 1crountants, balance
sheets, taxes of many kinrs, direct and
indireet, and finslly even ‘he pressures
of & creeping infaticon,

The sllocstion of resources in Russia
pronab.y now comes about as cloge to
being contrclled by the market principle
s i3 yossible where the zovernment owns
all ~h» instruments of production. Rus-
sian ¢conomists speak lesrcedly of fol-
lowing the “Method of Ralices.

This impressive phrase standg for a
very simple {dea {t means “1at in direct-
ing production aad ertablishing prices an
effort is macle to corie ont aven, so that
goods for which there is r1 insufficient
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mand excecds supply. The “Method of
Balances” turns out to be something a
lot of us learned about in school as the
law of supply and demand.

All of this is not to say that the Rus-
sian economy has fully rcalized the mar-
ket principle. There are two obstacles
that block such a development. The first
lies in the fact that therc is a painful
tension between what has to be done to
run the economy efficiently and what
ought to be happening according to or-
thodox theory. The result is that the
Russian economist has to be able to
speak out of both sides of his mouth at
the same time. Hec has to be prepared at
all times for sudden shifts of the party
line. If today he is condemned as an “un-
principled revisionist” who apes capital-
ist methods, tomorrow he may be jerked
from the scene for having fallen into a
“sterile orthodoxy,” not realizing that
Marxism is a developing and creative
science.

The other obstacle to the realization of
a free market lies in the simple fact that
the government owns the whole of indus-
try. This means, for one thing, that the
industrial units are huge, so that all of
stecl, or all of cosmetics, for example, is
under a single direction. This naturally
creates the economic condition known as
oligopoly and the imperfectly functioning
market which attends that condition.

Furthermore, a realization of the mar-
ket principle would require the managers
of the various units of industry to act as
if they were doing something they are
not, that is, as if they were directing
independent enterprises. Understandably
therc is a considerable reluctance to as-
sume this fictitious role, since the man-
ager's reward for an inconvenient inde-
pendence may well be a trip to Siberia
where he is likely nowadays, they say, to
be made chicf bookkeceper in a tiny power
plant three hundred miles from the near-
est town. Meanwhile, a constant theme
of complaint by Moscow against the
managers is that they are too “cousinly”
with one another and that they are too
addicted to “back-scratching.” They
ought to be acting like capitalistic entre-
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same Loss

One of the most familiar cafrains of
communist propagenda is that “cap:tal-
ism 13 dywng cf its ircernal contradic-
tions.” [n faect, o would bt hard to
iragine a system rore tortured by in-
ternal contradictions than present-day
Russia. [t constantiv has to :reach one
wiy anc act snotkher When KRussian
cconomists and maragers discover that
they have 1o do sorie-hing the: seems to
contradict the prophess, they  usually
don't know wiich of three justifications

all hazardous - thev ougat to attempt:
(1) to explain their action az a tempo-
rury departure frcm Marxist propriety
to he corrected in a more propitious
future; 12) te show that what they are
dong can bhe ustified by th: inherited
text if s read carefally anc between
the lines: or (J) to avoke tne 2ichée that
Murxism i$ a prog-essive sc enee that
learns by rxperience -we can’t, alter all,
cxoncl Merx, Engels, and Ler nto have
foreseen everyvining.

These icner Lensions ard perplexities
help to cxpiain the startling Ushifls in
the party fine” that charactenize a’l of
thir commumst cournsrics. 1t is true Lhat
these shifis scmetimmes reilec. the out-
come of ¢ sublerrahean pers Li. power
struggle within the perty. Eat we must
rememher that they also at times result
from the stragyuies of conscieriicus men
trving to fit ar inconvenlent text to the
facis of realitv.

The yawning gap n commuiisi theory,
by which it sacs nothing abow how the
cconomy shall be riz1 exeept tinat it shall
1:L be hy the marlel princip. will con-
tinue W create  teasions, nprobably of
mounting intensity, with'n ard among
the communist nat-ons. The most pain-
“nt comy romise thst it 1as so frr necessi-
led seourred wherno it wis cecided that
“rade among tho sarellite countries
shoulc e governed by the prees set on
1he world marloet.

This embarrassiliyy ceneessor (o neces-
il recognizec. on the one hone, that a
price cannot be meantaglul tnless it is
set by something like 1 mark 't and, on
the other, the inab by of the “ormmunist
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cconomy.

The communist theory has now had a
chance to prove itsclf by an expericence
cxtending over two gencrations in a great
nation of huge human and material re-
sources. What can we learn from this
expericnce? We can learn, first of all,
that it is impossible to run an advanced
cconomy successfully without resort to
some variant of the market principle. In
time of war, when costs arc largely im-
material and all human cfforts converge
on a single goal, the market principle
can be subordinated. In a primitive so-
ciety, where men live on the verge of
extinetion and all must be content with
the same meager ration, the market prin-
ciple largely loscs its relevance. But when
society’s aim is to satisfy divers human
wants and to deploy its productive facili-
ties in such a way as to satisfy those
wants in accordance with their intensity

their intensity as felt by those who
have the wants— there is and can be no
substitute for the market prineiple. This
the Russian experience proves abun-
dantly. That experience also raises seri-
ous doubt whether the market prineiple
can be realized within an cconomy wholly
owned by the government.

The sccond great lesson of the Russian
experience is of deeper import. It is that
communism is utterly wrong about its
mosl basic premise- the premise that
underlics everything it has to say about
cconomics, law, philosophy, morality and
religion. Communism starts with the
proposition that there arc no universal
truths or general truths of human na-
ture. According to its teachings there is
nothing onc human age can say to an-
other aboul the proper ordering of
socicty or about such subjecls as justice,
freedom, and equality. Everything de-
pends on the stage of socielty and the
cconomic class that is in power at a par-
ticular time.

In the light of this fundamental belief
or rather, this unbending and all-per-
vasive disbelief---it is clear why commu-
nism had to insist that what was truc for
capitalism could not be true for commu-
nism. Among the truths scheduled to dic
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merket. If this truth ssems still to be
alive, orthodox communist destrine has
to label it as an illusion = ghost left
behind by ar age now H ing surpassed.
At the presert time this Horticular capi-
taiist ghost seems to have moved in on
the: Russian economy :1d threatens to
become a permarent gusst at the com-
munist bz nuet. et us ope it will soon
be julned hy some othet rhosts, such as
frecdom, political equalisy. religion ard
corstitutionalism.

“'lLis brings me to the  mmunist view
cf law and politics. OF “he communist
Irgv and polizic:.l philesophy, we can
alrest say that there is cone This lack

is, not on accident, hut is an in-
Logreal part of the svstematic negatiors
wh ch make up the corimurist philo-
sophv,

cavording t sars c1.d Engels the
whole life of i nv rociety is fundamental-
iy deiermined by the orgenization of its
creaomy W Fat rien will he irve; what
gots. i any, taey will wooship: how they
will zhoose 1heir leaders or let their
leaders choose themselves how they will
int-rpret the world ahous taern:- -all of
these are basically dete rrined by eco-
nomic interests :md relitions. In the
jarzon of cortmunism religicn, moral-
iy pm‘(m)ph' political s»ience and law
constitute a “supcrstructurs' which re-
e s the nndnrlyng efcoromils organiza-
tior of a particular socisty. 1t follows
tha  subjects which f: ! within the
Usuoerstricture’” permit of e general
“raths: for exaunple, what is true for law
ana political science under capitalism
vaniot be true under cow munizm.

I huve said we ran alroc st ngsert that
there is no communist pt losophy of law
and political science. The little there is
cza ke briefly staled. I7 consists in the
assimption thst after re revolution
trere will be n dictatarsap (called the
dictatorship of the proleti-int) and that
this dictatorshin will for ¢ while find it
necessary to uzilizo some ~f the familiar
political nnd legal instizitions, such as
cottrts. (There 1s an ineredibly tortured
Literarure about just how these institu-
tions are "o te nwilized 0l wth what
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away.” Therc will be no voting, no par-

liaments, no judges, no policemen, no

prisons-—no problems. There will simply

be factories and fields and a happy popu-

lace peacefully revelling in the abundance

of their output.

As with economic theory, there was a
time in the history of the Soviet regime
when an attempt was made to take ser-
iously the absurdities of this commun-
ist theory of law and state. For about a
decade during the thirties an influential
doctrine was called “the commodity ex-
change theory of law.” According to this
theory, the fundamental fact ahout capi-
talism is that it is built on the economic
institution of exchange. In accordance
with the doctrine of the “superstructure”
all political and legal institutions under
capitalism must therefore be permeated
and shaped by the concept of exchange.
Indeed, the theory went further. Even
the rules of morality are based on ex-
change, for is there not a kind of tacit
deal implied even in the golden rule, “Do
unto others, as you would be done by ?”
Now the realization of communism,
which is the negation of capitalism, re-
quires the utter rooting out of any notion
of exchange in the communist economy.
But when exchange has disappeared, the
political, legal and moral superstructure
that was built on it will also disappear.
Therefore, under mature communism
there will not only be no capitalistic legal
and political institutions, there will be no
law whatever, no state, no morality —-
for all of thesc in some measure reflect
the underlying notion of an exchange or
“deal” among men.

The high priest of this doctrine was
Eugene Pashukanis. His reign came to
an abrupt end in 1937 as the inconven-
ience of his tcachings began to become
apparent. With an irony befitting the
carecr of one who predicted that com-
munism would bring an end to law and
legal processes, Pashukanis was quietly
taken off and shot without even the sem-
blance of a trial.

As in the casc of economics, since
Pashukanis's liquidation therc has de-
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seanomisls seem ashamed of their con-
aegsions to the ma-ket prineipie, Russian
wyers cpenly boast of their lega! and
pelitical system, claiming for it trat it
/1-:svs everythicg at ocqguivalent *‘hour-
geois” iastitutions do, oniy faster. This
bn,m i s Lo be mused somewhat, because

atill remains a matier of togma that
un(ier rulture communism .avw amdi the
state wl. disapperr. This err harrassing
aspecs ol the inherited woctrime the
Goview theorists try to keep s mucil as
possible under the ta sle. They cannot,
Loweve:s, openily tenounce Il without
neresy, end bieresy in Lhe Soviet Union,
b it rerrembored, slill requoes a very
aoiive iaute for exbineticn.

San of the lerding book:s on Soviet
lezal and poiiticas theory is editec by a
\(m ver who is well-snewn i (o country,
T lnte Andee: Vvshinsky. o the table-
ounding marner oe raade tacwous 4 the
(] M “oshinslky orises noviet leg il and
colitie: Uinstituticne to the s<des and con-
fraste leir wholesome puricy wit h the
putric vapors’ eran tting from the cap-
italist countries. He points cut, for ex-
araple, that in Hoassie the voting age is
s oowlie 1 many capitat s countries
i 2
The capitalists ths dise nirarchise
pilliors of young nmen ans wWorled, be-
couse, sos Vyshinskoo s ‘eared they
Ty pot et have aeguires @ properi
aafe tacure:eis’ mensality. fs one reads
s als Hee Lo spellec oul with the
sreatest solemniy, snd learns al about
L Vs 1 eguwards ol he Serisn Constitu-
fion, 1 comes as a carious i ek to find
it openly deelared Ut in o soviet Un-
ion ot 1, one pa Dicel par.ay cin legally
cist amed thot the Sovietr Constitution s
’ll( oty ums‘tim'in 1 ir th - world which
v odeclares cre dir wlitgr rele ol the
party dre the state

Caowonders wine all 1o fuss abont
soting cundifications s abot. 1 the voters
are . the end perima ted on o to vote for
fhe e pdidates chosen by e enly politi-
‘ nermitoed to exiss Tre plain
faet 13 o3 ceurss, that ver I ing in the
Sovic . Constiteton roiat -,; to public
parti ation in political edsions 18 a
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tribute to virtue. The holding of clec-
tions in which the electorate is given no
choice may similarly be described as an
attempt by communism to salve its un-
casy conscicnce. Knowing that it cannot
achicve representative democracy, it
secems to feel better if it adopts its
empty forms.

When one reflects on it, it is an astound-
ing thing that a great and powerful na-
tion in the second half of the twentieth
century should still leave its destinies to
be determined by intra-party intrigue,
that it should have developed no political
institutions capable of giving to its peo-
ple a really effective voice in their gov-
ernment, that it should lack any openly
declared and lawful procedure by which
the succession of onec ruler to another
could be determined. Some are inclined
to scek an explanation for this condition
in Russian history with its bloody and
irregular successions of Czars. But this
is to forget that even in England, the
mother of parliaments, there werc once
in times long gone by, somc pretty raw
doings behind palace walls and some un-
seemingly and cven bloody struggles for
the throne.

But where other nations have worked
gradually toward stable political insti-
tutions guarantccing the integrity of
their governments, Russia has remained
in a state of arrcsted development. That
state will continue until the Russian
leaders have the courage to declare open-
ly that the legal and political philosophy
of Marx, Engels and Lenin is fundamen-
tally mistaken and must be abandoned.

How heavy the burden of the inherited
communist philosophy is becomes clear
when the concept of law itself is under
discussion. Throughout the ages, among
men of all nations and creeds, law has
generally been thought of as a curb on
arbitrary power. It has been conceived
as a way of substituting reason for force
in the decision of disputes, thus liberat-
ing human encrgies for the pursuit of
aims more worthy of man’s destiny than
brute survival or the domination of onc’s
fellows. No one has supposed that these
ideals have ever been fully realized in
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selfist purposes and of los 1g its course
through a confisior. of pusposes. But
dur:ng most of ~he world’s history, men
have ~hought that the questions worthy
of discussion were how the inst.tutions
of law could he shaped so tans they might
not b: perverted into insiruments of
power or lose the sense 2f their high
raissicn through slota or ignorance.

*Ahat is the communist atitude toward
this iztellectual enterprise n waich so
many great thinxkers of o many past
ages have Jomec? Communism consigns
all of it to the :shcan of history as a
I'raud and delusion, heneath the contempt
of corimunist science. How then, is law
defined today in Russin? We have an
authoritative answer. It iz declared to
be ‘“the totality of the ruls of conduet
expressing the will of the dominant
class, designed to promo:z: those rela-
tionships thkat are advar.ageous and
agreesble to the Jdominant »iass.”

I.aw in the Soviet Union is not con-
ceived as a check on power. it is openly
and proudly an axpression of pover. In
this eomception surely, if anvwhere, the
bankraptcy of ¢ommunisre as a moral
philosaphy cpen’y declares itself.

It us vitally important to emphasize
aguin that all of the traly mpesing ab-
surdities achieved by communist thought

in whatever field: in econarmies, in poli-
tics, in law, in morality— that all of these
trace back to a swngle corrmon source
That origin lies in o belief that nothing
of univarsal validity ean b¢ said of hu-
man nature. “hat there are no principles,
values or mceral trutns that stand above
a particular age or a partioigsr phase in
the evolution of society. T1is profound
negation lies at the very haart of the
communist pailesophy and givesto it both
its moive foree and its awesame capacity
for destruction.

It i¢ chis central negation that makes
communism radically inconsiszent with
the ideal of human freedom. As with
other "bourgzois” virtues, o-ce dismissed
conteniptuowsly, Soviet writers have now
raken up the line that onlv uncer com-
munism can men reaiize “‘tras freedom.”
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viduals tend to prize those freedom.; they
are familiar with and not to miss those
they have never cnjoycd. A Russian
transplanted suddenly to American soil
might well feel for a time “unfree” in the
sensc that he would be confronted with
the burden of making choices that he was
unaccustomed to making and that he
would regard as onerous. But the prob-
lem of freedom gocs deeper than the psy-
chological conditioning of any particular
individual. It touches the very roots of
man’s fundamental conception of himself.

The communist philosophy is basically
inconsistent with the ideal of frcedom
because it denies that there can be any
standard of moral truth by which the
actions of any given social order may be
judged. If the individual says to govern-
ment, “Thus far may you go, but no
farther,” he necessarily appeals to some
principle of rightness that stands above
his particular form of government. It is
preciscely the possibility of any such
standard that communism radically
and uncompromisingly dcnies. Marx and
Engels had nothing but sneers for the
idea that there are “eternal truths, such
as Freedom, Justice, ete., that are com-
mon to all states of socicty.”

They contend that there are no cternal
truths. All idecas of right and wrong
come from the social system under which
onc lives. If that system requires tyranny
and oppression then tyranny and oppres-
sion must within that system be ac-
cepted; there can be no higher court of
appeal.

Not only do the premises of communist
philosophy make any coherent theory of
freedom impossible, but the actual struc-
ture of the Soviet regime is such that no
true sense of freedom can ever develop
under it. To sce why this is so, it is usc-
ful to aceept the communist ideology pro-
visionally and reason thec matter out
purely in terms of what may be called
human engineering. Lect us concede that
a struggle for political power goes on in
all countries and lct us assume in keeping
with Marxist views that this struggle has
absolutely nothing to do with right and
wrong. Even from this perversely brutal
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viel regime. In a constituticnnl demoe-

ey t e stiuggle for polit:zal nower is

assigned to e desinite arens 1t s roped

off, so t: speak, 1zom the ray of life. In

e Boviet Union. on the cther hand,
there 13 no clear distinelion hrtween
politics and »conomics, or “etween poli-
tics wnc other human acovaities. No
sarriers exist to dcefine what is o politieal
ipaestion and what i= not. [rstead of he-
ng ordered and cenadized a: it is 1 con-
stitutional democracies, the strugisle for
soliticil power i+ Hussia o rvades, or
can ab any time. pervade e rary depart-
men. of life. For cals reason there is no
aren of human iwtsrest - the ntellectual,
iLerary. seientifie, ardstio o0 roeligious
chat may not at iny bme bocome a bat-
tiegrournct of this struggle.

Take, tor example. the saation of a
Boviet architeet, Today wiaout doubt
he enjors a cortyn seearity: 1e¢ is not
likely to e awite fearing rhe dread
kneck 1. the door at midnizi. Further-
more, 716 mav now 3ee openir: hefore him
it the wacticn of his orefessior a degree
ol arcistic frecdon that his oredecessors
did no! 'njov. Bt he ern rover be sure
Lhat hewid not wake up tanoreow morn-
ing ard read m the papers chat a new
“lire” has been 0id down tor architee-
ture, sinee sis rrofession  lLike overy
olher, 2an ai any moment he crawn into
the struggle for power.  He can never
knave the securit 2 en oved hy thoge who
ltve urder a svstem where e struggle
rfor aciitien] nower s fene:d off. as it
ware, ‘rorm the oiper concorns of life.

Whern Sovier Upolitics” nvades 1 field
tike architecure, it canno: be eaid to

spread bevond its proper bavdaries. for
4 has aone. It i3 preciscly 110 cefect in
the saviet rogime that in re long run
areverts the realization of the ideal of
reedom under commun.sm

Hois «nlv 1 the const tutiona: democe-
riacies  hat tee Fwocar spirir cnn be per-
manen Iy frecto oafold itseld ir as manv
directiong as are opered up “or it by its
creative urge. Cnly sucht goverrments
ran achicve diversity withou: disirtegra-
tion, for oaly they know t-o 1ull mean-
ing of “those wise rostraint s that make
men e’

Sorec Lite cormm inigi philossphy of his-
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ated every theme I have so far discussed.
Briefly stated the communist philosophy
of history is that man does not make his-
tory, but is made by it.

Though communism denies to man the
capacity to shape his own destiny, it docs
accord to him a remarkable capacity to
foresce in great detail just what the fu-
ture will imposc on him. The literature
of communism is full of prophecies, tacit
and explicit. Probably no human faith
ever claimed so confidently that it knew
so much about the future. Certainly none
ever ran up a greater number of bad
guesses. On a rough estimate the com-
munist record for mistaken prophecies
stands at about one hundred per cent.

Among the conclusions about the fu-
turc that were implicit in the communist
philosophy, or were drawn from it by its
prophets, we can name the following :

That communism will first establish
itself in countrics of the most ad-
vanced capitalism;

That in such countries socicty will
gradually split itsclf into two classes,
with the rich becoming fewer and
richer, the laboring masses sinking
steadily to a bare level of existence:

That under capitalism colonialism will
incrcasc as each capitalistic nation
seeks morc and more outlets for its
surplus production:

That in capitalist countrics labor un-
ions will incvitably take the lead in
bringing about the communist revo-
lution;

That as soon as communism is firmly
cstablished steps will be taken to-
ward the elimination of the capital-
ist market and ecapitalist political
and legal institutions, ete., ctc.

As with other aspects of communism,
this record of bad guesses is no accident.
It derives from the basic assumption of
Marxism that man has no power to mold
his institutions to meet problems as they
arisc, that he is caught up in a current
of history which carries him inevitably
toward his predestined goal. A philo-
sophy which embraces this view of man’s
plight is constitutionally incapable of
predicting the steps man will take to
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to bs mmpossible. Commurism in this
rasnect is like a man s:inding on the
bark of a rsing river and observing
wh it appears {o he a log lodged against
the opposite shore. Assiurning that what
Fe ooserves is an mert object, he natur-
alle predicts “hat the loz will eventually
Le carried sway by the rising flood
wa.ers. When the log ©.rns out to be a
living crenture and steps sifely out of
the water, tae cbserver s, ol course,
pir rt‘,,undl}, surprised.  Communism, it
mus: be confessed, has scown a remark-
.ble eapacity to ubsorb wich shocks, for
it has survived many of thera. In the
long run, however, it zecms inevitable
th:t the communist hra:n will inflict ser-
iovs damage upot. itself hy the tortured
rationalizations ~with which it has to
explaint ench suceesssive hid guess.

I'his brings us to the Snad issue. Why
is it that wilk ai. ils bratalities and ab-
surdities communism still retsins an ac-
tive appeal tor tne mipds and hearts of
many intelligent men £1d women? For
w: must never ‘orget “hat this appeal
does exist.

{4 is true oot in tae Unired States and
many other counirics tre frirge of seri-
sus thought represented by &ctive com-
mnist beliet nas become :braded to the
ot of near extinctior. [t is also the
{a( that many peop.e cverywhere adhere
te groups dominnted by communist lead-
ership wao have only .te slightest ink-
lirg of communism as a sy stem of ideas.
Tuen again we nust renember that in
the communist countrics themselves
fhere are many  inlel gent, loyal and
h:rdwor<ing ciiizens. thoroughly ac-
q.ainted wita the commenist philosophy,
w10 view thet g hilosorhy with a quiet
disdain, not unmixed with a vertain sar-
donie pieasure of the gort thar goes with
w tnessing, from a chece seat, a comedy
oi crrors tkzt s uniortunarely also a
irazedy. Finilly, we muast not confuse
overy vin ol communusm’” with a gain
of adherenls to commanist beliefs. In
particular, we sbould nct misrake the ac-
weptance of technical snd cconomic aid
from Moscow as 1 eonversion to the com-
munist “aith, trough :te contacts thus
ootiblished ray of cou~:e open the way
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appearance discounted in every proper
way, the trag'ic fact remains that com-
munism as a faith remains a potent force
in the world of ideas today. It is an even
more tragic fact that that faith can some-
times appeal not only to opportunists
and adventurers, but also to men of dedi-
cated idealism. How does this come
about ?

To answer this question we have to
ask another: What are the ingredients
that go to make up a successful fighting
faith, a faith that will enligt the devo-
tion and fanaticism of its adhcrents, that
will let loosc on the world that unaccom-
modating creature, “the true believer” ?

I think that such a faith must be made
up of at least three ingredients.

First. It must lift its adherents above
the dread sense of being alone and make
them fecl themsclves members of g
brotherhood.

Second. Tt must make its adherents
belicve that in working for the objectives
of their faith they are moving in step
with nature, or with the forces of his-
tory, or with the divine will.

Third. It must be a faith that gives to
its adherents a scnse of being lifted
above the concerns that consume the
lives of the non-believing.

All of these ingredients arc furnished
in abundance by communism. In the
communist philosophy the first two in-
gredients are fused into one doubly cf-
fective amalgam. To become a commun-
ist is no longer to be alone, but to join
in the march of a great, oppressed mass
of humanity called ‘““the proletariat.”
This silent, faceless army is being car-
ried inevitably to itg goal by the unsecn
forces of history. There is thus a double
identification. History belongs to the
proletariat, the proletariat belongs to his-
tory. By joining in this great march the
communist not only gains human com-
banions but a sense of responding to the
great pull of the universe itself,

Now the pieture I have Jjust painted is
not onc that c¢ven the most devout com-
munist can comfortably carry about with
him at all times. Indeed, there are prob-
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ol the dream to which ther are com-
rritted. The absurditics of Lre commun-
el idealozy are, lowiver, by no means
immmediately apparont to toe voew conl-
wort, who is likely o be intr gued rather
ny the difficuliy of understaniing them.
The olc believer sees 10 reasGtl to point
nub these absurditics, partly occause he
coes not wish lo andermine 1w faith of
Lhe yeang, and partyy oeciause bz has
s eeome onured to them, gas Jearned to
live with them g piace, anl dous not
want 1o disturb ais own adjustment to
them.

ne of the key fictions ot toe coraraunist
cdifice of thought s Lhe belicr that there
is in nodern industricd socie. s an “denti-
finble luss ¢f people cailed “ihe prole-
areat | That sucez a class vould develop
~as not 1 bad guess in 18358 anc Marx
had other economists with lra in mak-
ing this guess. As usual, history per-

vorsel v look the wrong Uorr And as
usual, ohis has caused corcmunism Do
partic par embarrassment, tor it con-
LUinues -with dicinushed  <ruor, to be
sire- to tallk about the protetariat as
it weere actually there. ot professing
1o sec inings Lhai are rot there °s often
o sig ol fuith and furnishes, in any
cveal 1 bone of Lnson mmong believers.

To muny of 1.8 Anericat critics, com-
muni sm has appeared as a sina of night-
mare  Lioke awakened sleeperss still re-
sotlirg from the shock o) thelr dream,
chese orities forzer that it.e nizhtmare
i after all sk tarouge and through
wilh sosurdities  The resali is to lend
b the commur.s ideolos 7 o s.ibstance
that in fact 1t ous noel ) rssess. If «n
moments o) doubt he corimunist is in-
clined to f2o1 thot his phitosophy is made
of air and tinse, he s ~zagstred and
hrought back into Lhe [0 when he re-
cnile hut its crities have declured this
philosophy Lo o profoun.ly and power-
fully vicieus.

Parl of the taraigh Lot an uncom-
ol bistory has visitet on the com-
raunist propheelss has i recent years
beer, remcved by the athievements of
assinn technoiog/. 1t us now possible
(O irent: oy comaurusm woih he lund that
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hugest outdoor rallies, the most colossal
statucs and the space satellites that
weigh the most tons. It is not difticult to
make all this appear as a kind of belated
flowering of the promiscs communism
began holding out more than a hundred
years ago. It is casy 1o make men forget
that none of the solid accomplishments
of modern Russia came about by meth-
ods remotely resembling anything antici-
pated by Marx, Engels or Lenin.

In suggesting the ingredients that go
to make up a successful fighting faith, I
stated that such a faith must bc one
“that gives to its adherents a scnse of
being lifted above the concerns that con-
sume the lives of the non-believing.” 1
have purposcly left this aspect of the
communist faith to the last for it is here
that the truly nightmarish quality of
that faith manifests itself.

Not that it is any objection to a faith
that it enables those sharing it to be in-
different to things that seem important
to others. The crucial question is, what is
it that men are told not to heed? As to
the communist faith there is no ambigu-
ity on this score. It tells men to forget all
the teachings of the ages about govern-
ment, law and morality. We are told to
cast off the intellectual burden left be-
hind by men like Confucius, Mencius,
Plato, Aristotle, St. Thomas, Kant, and
Bentham. There are no “cternal truths”
about society. There is no science of
social architccture. Only the simple-
minded can belicve that there are prin-
ciples guiding the creation of sound legal
and political institutions. For the en-
lightened there is only one rule: Smash
the existing “bourgeois” economic and
legal order and leave the rest to the
‘“spontaneous class organization of the
proletariat.”

In diplomatic dcalings the Russians
display great respect for American mili-
tary and economic power, but consider
us hopelessly naive in matters political.
We are still concerned with trifles they
feel themsclves long since to have left
behind —trifles like: How do you help a
people to realize self-government who
have had no cxperience with its neces-
gary forms and restraints? How follow-
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17 Trom ardening into
a second tyranny?

it is not trat the communists have
idews about sound goverament that dif-
fer from ours, According to strict com-
munist theory there car he no ideas on
such a subjeet. If 1 gray marke- for such
ideas has gradually developed in Russia
it bas not vet reached tho point of being
realy for the export trade. Russia has
cagineers able to help the underdevel-
oped ecountries build roads and dams,
nad there is no reason 10 nuestion the
sorrpetence of {hese enginsers, But who-
ave heard of Russia sending an expert
ir. soliticel institutions -9 help a new
vountry  design sn aparopriate form
of representative self-gavrsrnament ? Not
oniy wouid such a missicn stand in [udi-
Crous INcongr. 1y with thao present situa-
tior of the communis: countries in
Lurope: 1t wostld he a reprdiation of the
hesic premises of the whele rommunist
philasophy.

Mren in the erpnomio field, Russia
really has nothing to offsr the rest of
the world but negarions. For a long time
after the establishment -f the Soviet
regimne it was actively disputed in Rus-
siz. vhether for commumicm there is any
such thing as an “sconomi: 'aw.”

Jemmun istie deology has had gradu-
ally to bhend bofore the pliin faet that
such laws 2xis”. But Russin has as vet
deve oped no erconomic institutions that
are riore than distorted stadows of their
capitalist ejquivalents. Rissin may help
A news country fo develop electric power.,
[t has nothing to say about the social in-
stitutions that will detern ine how that
power will be utilized far the gocd of the
whole people.

This grect vasuum the . lies in the
heart of cormunism expliins not only
why its philosophy s in th> lorg run so
destructive of wervthing huraan, but
why 1n the short 1un it can 5 g0 success-
ful. Consider, for cxample what it can
offer to the leader of a successful revo-
iution. A cruel dirtators-ip hes been
overthrown. It 1as to be ~vr-hrown by
force kecause it permirttec no elections
or never counted the vote hznestly. Fol-
lowing the suececessful reve:, there must
be aninterval during whicr crder is kept
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oncr or tater, TCVO on
is not to belie its democratic professions,
some movement must bc made toward
representative self-government. This is a
period of great difficulty. Therc is no
mystery about its problems. They fit into
an almost classic pattern known from an-
tiquity. The revolutionary leaders must
find some accommodation with what
is left of the old regime. Sooner or
later the firing squad must be rctired.
Even when this is done vengeful hatreds
continue to endanger the successful
operations of parliamentary government.
Among the revolutionary party, men who
were once united in overthrowing plain
injustice become divided on the question
of what constitutes a just new order. Mili-
tant zealots, useful in the barricadcs, are
too rough for civil government and must
be curbed. If curbed too severely, they
may take up arms against the new gov-
ernment. etc., etc. What can commun-
ism offer the revolutionary leader caught
in this ancient and familiar quandary?
It can, of course, offer him material aid.
But it can offer him something more sig-
nificant and infinitely more dangerous, a
clear conscience in taking the easy
course. It can tell him to forget about
clections and his promises of democracy
and freedom. It can support this advice
with an imposing library of pseudo-
science clothing despotism with the ap-
pearance of intellectual respectability.
The internal stability of the present
Russian government lends an additional
persuasiveness to this appeal. If Russia
can get along without elections, why
can’t we? Men forget that it is a com-
mon characteristic of dictatorships to en-
joy internal truces that may extend over
decades, only to have the struggle for
power renew itself when the problem of
a succession arises. This is a pattern
written across centuries of man's strug-
gle for forms of government consistent
with human dignity. If is said that the
struggle for power cannot under modern
conditions, with modern armies and mod-
ern weapons, take the form of a pro-
longed civil war. That is no doubt true
in a developed economy like that of Rus-
sia. The shift in power when it comes
may involve only a few quick maneuvers
within the apparatus of the party, which
have their only outward manifestation
in purges or banishments that seal the
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caults. But the fact remains that the
fate of millions will he determined by
processes whieh take 19 ncecunt of their
interests or wiches, 0 which they are
g-unted no partizipaticn and which they
a0 not cven nermitted to observe.

. must no- he forgo:zen that modern
[ussia vas For n indsfinite period prior
i 1952 govarned by a tvranny. This is
adreitted in Russia toncy "o be sure,
the term “tyranny’ is not used, because
acesrding {o the commrnist philosophy
a torm ike that hetoli»ns a naive and
outdated view of the siznificance of gov-
cramental forms The Soviet term is
“the cult of personalite.” According to
th» oflicial explanation 8talin and his fol-
Jowers 1t some myster ovas way bhecame
ntected with o mistaken view of Stalin’s
propar role. Accordirg to arcient wisdom
this was because Stalit ruled without
thee check of covstitut onal forms and
without offective popuia~ participation
in s governmens. In th» waords of Aris-
tot o, wetten some twoenty-three cen-
turies age, “This iz why v do 1ot permit
1 man to rvule but the =rinciple of law,
becanse n man rules in his own interest,
and necomes o tyrant.”

T is plain that Stalir at some point
hocame a tyrani. Accorcing to Aristotle
this was heecanse Fussia d.d not hase its
sovarnment on the prine ple of law. Ac-
corditg to the communist ‘heory some
inexplicabhls slippaze of “1e gears, some
aceilental comwterourrent of history, lec
Stalir to embrace ineorrees nottons about
kimself,

If mankind .s to suarviva at a level of
dignity worthy of its great nast, we must
help the world recapture some sense of
tne teachmgs of fhe gren thinkers of
former ages. It must com2 aga:n to see
that sound legs! snd pciitical institu-
tions not only exuvress roan's highest
idcal of wkat he mav heecome, but that
Lthey nre sndispens: hle g raments for
enabling him 1o rialize that ideal. It
would he comfortiny to beleve “hat the
forees of history are working inevitably
Loward this realizarion and that we too
are eoroperating with the aevitahle. We
can cnly kope rhat this is so. But we
can know that e forces »f human life,
strug;rliing to reaiize itself o1 its highest
plane, are working with 1s and that
those forees need our help cesperately.
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